
	    The apocalypse will surprise the world with unexpected execution and timing. Or else it would be prevented.


						 ]  Unknown Influencer. [


It is not money that moves the world - it is energy. Money is a form of power, power exists wherever there is a difference of potential energy. 
Money is a placeholder which requires to be distributed unevenly for it to function, so does electric current. Money represents potential, its purpose is to be the measure for exchange of wealth. The value of money, as in voltage, is relative to the difference in wealth across holders.  It is potential energy which is exchanged. Money is a type of wealth. Wealth is anything capable of triggering an exchange of wealth. Wealth is energy.
Some types of wealth are very different from what is generally thought as currency: knowledge, wisdom, experience, the ability to recall, is wealth. It allows the holder to exchange time for other types of wealth. Respect, charm, skill, intrinsic to a specific system of society can turn into bread just like money can. Influence, is the ultimate definition of wealth. The ability to influence nature and others, is potential energy. This energy fuels the world and the clockwork of the universe, as in physics so in sociology. 

An observable effect of money is that it facilitates the holder at increasing his wealth, thus his power. 

The elimination of currency causes the weak to have much less means to invest and ascend to power, which is measured by influence, not gold. The ruler of the world does not need gold, for he is powerful and influential. Gold is a tool that currently can be used to influence, yet it has not always been the case.
Wealth is exchanged, wealth is hard to track. At any point wealth can turn into money and vice versa. While money is commonly known to be associated with corruption and injustice, wealth is more complex to understand. By replacing the currency with a practical action, by exchanging favors, a reward can be given from the distance, modification of one's own opinion. An alliance is born, an unregulated wealth transfer took place. Perks in exchange of actions are exchange of wealth. Money is not needed to corrupt, correlation is sufficient.

Communication is a form of influence. Talking is to manipulate the air to affect the eardrums of the listener, through nerves they are bound to affect the brain, the mind is thought to protect the listener from manipulation, but it could also be the opposite. The illusion of immunity against manipulation facilitates a parallel attempt, endorsed by biological benefit for the species. A form of manipulation of the mental state is bound to happen as soon as the mind reacts to the speaker's words. The instinct to receive and memorize is hardwired, and communication takes many forms. 

Impersonal depiction cannot be truly achieved by sole reporting. What is necessary is the provision of the means to extrapolate an opposite view from the scripture. The need of conveying information not to be replaced or tampered with in any way, is linked to the need of united societies. The source can say that all should be doubted, while being lacking in specifying to what extent he himself should be doubted. This prevents the reveal of the disposability of the source, and hardens the disciple against another's manipulation. This is for the sake of the source's concept of good. 

Objective facts hardly exist, no method to validate them is sufficient. Collective attempts start with the assumption that there is a better source of truth other than personal deduction. By shifting the focus on filtering out uneducated claims, the sad truth remains hidden. False is nothing but a contrast with our own presumptions.

It is impossible to differentiate one's biased attempt to validate his own theory, from a genuine research of the truth. They are indeed the same thing. There is no truth that is not substantially a theory, a human attempt to organize reality. A theory becomes truth after being validated successfully, but does not change in essence. To validate a theory one needs to exclude the known alternative interpretations. However, it is impossible to consider all the transcendental alternatives. One purposely omits interpretations during the process of validation, or else no result would ever come out of the process. Human beings are bound by time, always have a certain degree of urgency for answers. There is reward in having a specific theory validated, over none or another. 

Appearance is confusing for the subject and observer alike. One can genuinely lament problematics he actually requires for his own benefit. Whenever the needed evil is perceived it can be masked as an unwanted situation. One can even be actively attempting to cure, without successfully improving anything, actually fueling the problem. 
Such techniques are an effect of the substantial separation between social roles and natural roles. The true nature of roles is in fact impossible to know. The specimen is subordinate to natural forces so influential that an insurmountable dilemma of probable bias, arises.

The most powerful of all energies, cannot ever be perceived. If uncovered, then a stronger one did, to eliminate the rival. A strong power cannot be truly perceived by its subordinates. This means that the strongest force governing the universe, cannot ever be seen, or else another was stronger. Perhaps most importantly, the strongest of all can't ever say he is, because it is impossible to know if one is the subordinate of a force so powerful that is capable of controlling perception. For this reason, the figure of a God, by definition, is real. The power stronger than you, influencing your perception, your ability to judge the matter of its existence. 

The legal system is an attempt to regulate the natural conflicts of interest between members of society. It works through the mean of reward and punishment, which are strictly correlated: a lack of reward can become punishment, and the lack of punishment or the subministration of a lesser one, is a reward. Limits of legal systems often include the impossibility of sentencing a defendant whenever a realistic theory of him being innocent is yet to be disproven. If a crime cannot be proven, the crime cannot be punished. If the perpetrator can and does reach his goal through sparse actions that have variable interpretations, the crime, legally speaking, can be non-existent. An example is manslaughter through legitimate uninterest in the victim by the sole authority who could help. While some cases can be punished, certain others may not apply. However, they are intrinsically the same occurrence, not even differentiated by the perpetrator's awareness state, since some involuntary crimes are punished. 

In broader sense, any attempt to alter or preserve a situation so that the target would be damaged, can have the same moral weight of direct damage. When, for reasons above it cannot be prosecuted, it can become part of socially accepted behaviour. This system is the best known, still its limitation gives to a breed of criminal activities absolute protection. Society is forced to protect criminals who play by the rules, so that the moral crimes society depends upon can also take place. The tendency of avoiding such depiction, in which correlation becomes causation, stems from the fact that those who say the contrary, are rewarded with the perk of manipulating such truth and all it implies. If such statement is met with aversion, it could be the evidence that it is true. Truth is often avoided, and this statement could dehumanize those who believe that their self definition means more than a mere romantic cause. Does being human, mean being wrong? Stubbornly telling living things from the dead. It is our nature and our biological duty to do so, but maybe it is far from telling ourselves the absolute truth. Being the cause of the own problem, one desires the problem. All actions could be lies. There would be a need to appear differently to ourselves and others. The true direction of one, inconceivable even by himself. The truth unreachable for it will always be nothing but the truth of a man, self fulfilling lie. How can order be maintained if it is impossible to tell when the technique used works, or merely delays and amplifies the problem? Past usage of similar techniques could even be the very cause of the problem. How can someone identify an excessive reaction if the problem only threatened the reactant? The bias in judging situation involved in, but not affected by, causes the impossibility of confidence to be righteous. Is correlation truly causation?

The rooster sings before sunrise, yet killing the rooster before he sings does not stop the sun to rise. But what is sunrise to the observer, if not the collective effect of shadow turning into light? To his eyes and ears, he is deluded if he thinks he can understand the beginning and the end of sunrise. Killing the rooster has no effect because the process of sunrise and singing has started well before. All caused the eyes to see the disk of light and the ears to wait for the sound of the bird, passive to the process as much as the star is. However, killing the rooster before the formation the sun might have indeed stopped the sunrise, because such an inconsistency in the fabric of time leaves no space to predictability. In a way, the rooster causes the sunrise, its necessity of existence requires it, yet his death does not stop the sun, because his job is done.

Another common example, the heat on the surface of our planet, causes a raise in murder rates (A). Air conditioner and ice cream are sold more often (B), vendors cannot blamed for the killings. Yet murder is nothing but a relief for the murderer. Relief is what humans are drawn to in the stress excessive heat, considered the cause. We can give both effect A and B the same definition (the effect of heat on humans). The relationship between cause is an arbitrary separation between two stages of the same occurrence. A tree and a seed are called differently, but all things are continuously changing with time, at one point they maintain the same name. Are the cells in the plant the cause of the needs of the plant, or is it the needs that shapes their biology? Cause and effect are more entangled than what we have to tell ourselves. If cause and effect are truly inseparable, and effect A and B are the same manifestation of a necessity, then it is the question which is wrong. Effect A, effect B and the cause, are all the same thing. None can exist without the other, as if among the causes of A there is also the necessity of B to manifest. The presence of the ice cream vendor can prevent people from fleeing the town, or care that much about extreme heat, which is instead the cause of craziness for a few ones. The air in cities gets hotter as more air conditioners are used, sales increase exponentially. It's not fair to think of the problematic this way, because there are many more greater causes of murder that should be addressed first, solutions far more effective than lowering the temperature of the town. Indeed nobody but the killer causes the murder, still, valuable ways of prevention can sometimes arise from thinking the opposite. As if nothing had a standalone state of existence, all is the same occurrence. 
The grass needing the rain is the preamble of the storm. 

Understanding this complexity could be non wise, prevent to take part in vital activities, cause the inability to define anything. Thus there might be a biological advantage in ignoring the truth. If correlation would be causation whenever any distant conflict of interest can be theorized; should we assume the greatest responsibility? Should we have this as a personal secret awareness, or should we disown such intuitions? If we had to accept our role in the destruction of our Eden, what would it be of our moral motives? Still fighting like barbarians, getting killed by an unknown enemy, distant and hidden. The enemy we cannot judge unbiased, the specular version of the self, driven by the same unclear need of ours. 

Like positive forces, evil grows in efficiency. Up to date evil can't ever be seen. This could imply the inability to discern benevolent from malevolent, at any point in present time.
If so, confidence is a dangerous illusion of control, deluding the self. Widespread doubt is then needed. Reckless theories, to brute force the truth with infinite attempts, until we get it right. It is mandatory. Yet, all the varied definitions and conceptualizations of reality and its occurrences, are man made, for it is the human who receives the effects of them, calls them by name and differentiates them, with his senses and processing. There could be no exit.


